














EDITORIAL OPINION 





We Have A Plan! 


The door to race mixing has been 
opened in Memphis by a clique of 
politicians and moderates. Using 
a combination of stealth and force, 
these collaborators with the 
NAACP have engineered a shame- 
ful surrender on the very borders 
of unyielding Mississippi, upon 
whose pro-segregation white citi- 
zens much of the cotton center's 
economic life depends. 


The Memphis press, television 
and radio, in an outright betrayal 
of their public trust, clamped a 
news blackout on the city until 
the mixers had acted against an 
uninformed public. 


Thus, we see another example of 
the type of coup which was pulled 
off in Dallas and Atlanta by a small 
group of self-serving moderates 
against an unorganized and apa- 
thetic majority. 


By contrast, cities like Shreve- 
port, Jackson and Montgomery 
have determined city officials who 
will not betray the white people of 
their communities for the sake of 
Negro bloc votes. Such officials 
need and merit the strongest pos- 
sible support in the months ahead. 
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In these three key cities ot the 
Deep South, the soft moderates 
who would negotiate surrender to 
the organized forces of integration 
have been kept on the defensive 
by the organized forces of segre- 
gation. 


These home-grown moderates, a 
few of whom exist in every com- 
munity, pose a more serious threat 
to our bi-racial social, political and 
economic structure than all the 
combined outside forces of racial 
destruction. They must never be 
permitted to gain the initiative. 


Now that the advocates of inte- 
gration have made their southern- 
most advances, it becomes an 
absolute necessity for every com- 
munity to organize to the hilt. 


This is no time for wishful think- 
ing and a “let George do it” atti- 
tude. It is a time for positive 
action. Race mixing can and must 
be stopped and rolled back. 


Everyone who wants to do some- 
thing specific to help our belea- 
guered friends in Memphis, Dallas 
and Atlanta get rid of integration 
is urged to contact this publication 
immediately. We have a plan. 
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The Shocking Truth About The 


By Strom THURMOND 


United States Senator from South Carolina 


The American people have many 
rights. Foremost among these is 
the right to know our enemy — 
every facet of his capability to 
wage aggression against us. 

The law of self-preservation is 
basic. Surely, no reasonable person 
would dispute the right of a free 
people to preserve their freedom. 

Yet, in this grave crisis period for 
our country and the free world, 
there is a concerted conspiracy to 
intimidate persons in this country 
who speak out and warn against 
the Communist menace. I call this 
conspiracy the anti-anti-Com- 
munist movement. 

This movement seeks to repeal 
the law of self-preservation. Its ad- 
herents believe that only evil will 
result if the American people are 








permitted to feel “pride in victory 
and frustration in restraint.” 

On July 26, I outlined and docu- 
mented for the Senate a concerted 
campaign to discredit, intimidate 
and muzzle the military leaders of 
our nation, many of whom have 
recognized the menace of global 
Communism and who have sought 
to alert the troops in their com- 
mands to the present crisis. 


This campaign be gan in this 
country with the Communist Party 
USA and its publication The 
Worker. Among the aarticles I 
placed in the Congressional Record 
on July 26 from The Worker was 
one dated June 4, 1961. This article 
constitutes a flagrant attack on our 
top military leadership. Among 
those named were Lt. Gen. Arthur 
G. Trudeau, Adm. Arleigh Burke 
and Gen. Maxwell D. Taylor. Also 
included in the attack were Wil- 
liam C. Sullivan of the FBI and 
Lyman B. Kirkpatrick, Jr., of the 
CIA. 


In subsequent articles in The 
Worker, the tempo of the campaign 
to discredit and smear anti-Com- 
munists increased. The Aug. 13 is- 
sue devoted one-third of its space 
to articles in support of this anti- 
anti-Communist campaign. One 
was an attack on Sen. Karl Mundt 
of South Dakota and me for the 
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fight wg have been waging against 
muzzling the military. 

In one article, the official line 
of the Communist Party USA, as 
laid down by the party’s secretary- 
general, Gus Hall, is discussed in 
detail. In essence, it is that a united 
front—into which the Kennedy Ad- 
ministration must be brought — 
must be forged against the anti- 
Communist movement, which is 
pictured as being the gravest 
danger to the Communists. 

After initial articles in The 
Worker, the campaign was con- 
tinued in such publications as The 
New York Times, The Washington 
Post, The Reporter, and The Bul- 
letin of Atomic Scientists. It has 
taken the form of pamphlets and, 
in one instance, a memorandum — 
the so-called Fulbright memoran- 
dum—which originated on Capitol 
Hill. 

This memorandum is one of the 
most shocking documents I have 
read since coming to Washington. 
It attacks our military leaders for 
their efforts to give their personnel 
and the public all the facts. about 
Communism, and also candidly ex- 
presses as its major fear not the 
Communist menace, but a grave 
distrust of the ability of the Ameri- 
can people to govern themselves. 
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The Fulbright memorandum 
seeks to separate the dangers of 
international Communism from the 
menace posed by the home-grown 
variety. 

Anti-Communist activities which 
disagree with the Kennedy Ad- 
ministration line are vilified as “ex- 
tremely radical right-wing.” 

The memorandum frankly admits 
that a study of internal Communist 
infiltration could alarm thoughtful 
citizens to the point where “much 
of the administration’s domestic 
legislative program, including con- 
tinuation of the graduated income 
tax, expansion of social security — 
particularly medical care under 
social security, Federal aid to edu- 
cation, etc., would be characterized 
as steps toward Communism.” 

Becoming more specific, the 
memorandum concedes that “if 
foreign aid were laid before the 
people in a referendum, it would 
be defeated.” 

Anti-Communist programs are 
blamed for branding “foreign aid, 
cultural exchanges, disarmament 
negotiations, and other interna- 
tional programs, as extremely 
wasteful, if not actually subver- 
sive.” 

And, as though speaking from on 
high, the memorandum declares 
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flatly: “Yet, all the paraphernalia of 
our international programs must be 
at least tolerated by the people 
during the long twilight struggle.” 

Whose “twilight,” I ask? 

America’s? 

After much deploring and hand- 
wringing over efforts to alert 
Americans to the dangers of Com- 
munism, the Fulbright memoran- 
dum continues: 


“The American people have never 
really been tested in such a strug- 
gle. In the long run, it is quite 
possible that the principal problem 
of leadership will be, if it is not 
already, to restrain the desire of 
the people to hit the Communists 
with everything we've got, par- 
ticularly if there are more Cubas 
and Laos. Pride in victory and 
frustration in restraint, during the 
Korean war, led to MacArthur's re- 
volt and McCarthyism.” 

But for the best brief summary 
of this incredible memorandum, 
consider a single sentence: 

“Fundamentally, it is believed 
that the American people have 
little, if any, need to be alerted 
to the menace of the cold war.” 


Expressing concern over the 
“problem of democratic attitudes 
toward foreign policy,” the memo- 
randum quotes De Tocqueville, 
who wrote: 


“Foreign politics demand scarce- 
ly any of those qualities which a 
democracy possesses; and they re- 
quire, on the the contrary, the per- 
fect use of almost all those faculties 
in which it is deficient . . . a de- 
mocracy is unable to regulate the 
details of an important undertak- 
ing, to persevere in a design, and 
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to work out its execution in the 
presence of serious obstacles. It 
cannot combine its measures with 
secrecy, and it will not await their 
consequences with patience. These 
are qualities which more especially 
belong to an individual (a dic- 
tator), or to an aristocracy (or an 
oligarchy or presidium ).” 

He also wrote of “the propensity 
which democracies have to obey 
the impulse of passion rather than 
the suggestions of prudence, and 
to abandon a mature design for the 
gratification of a momentary 
caprice.” 

This is an indictment of the abili- 
ty of the American people to gov- 
ern themselves and to know what 
is best for themselves. 

As I told the Senate on Aug. 4, 
I am fully aware that few Ameri- 
can citizens had the opportunity to 
study at Oxford; only a minute 
minority had the opportunity of at- 
tending Harvard; indeed, many of 
our citizens are not blessed with 
the opportunity of going to any 
college. Formal education is not, 
however, the sole source of knowl- 
edge and commonsense. 

Our entire history as a nation at- 
tests to the fact that the American 
people are qualified to exercise the 
sovereignty which belongs to them. 
To question the ability of the 
American people to govern them- 
selves, much less to attack it, is to 
strike at the fundamentals of our 
governmental system, and its high- 
est end — individual liberty. The 
American people will not stand for 
such an attack to be made pub- 
licly; and I could not live with my 
conscience if I knowingly let such 
an attack remain secret from them. 
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The very existence of this anti- 
anti-Communist campaign is 
alarming. Evidence of its success, 
particularly the intimidation and 
silencing of military officers in 
their attempts to combat the 
menace of Communism and the 
cold war, creates a clear danger to 
national security which cannot and 
must not be allowed to continue. 

Indications of the campaign to 
muzzle military personnel and to 
encumber their effectiveness 
against Communism increase daily. 
As far back as March 10, a memo- 
randum by the Office of the Sec- 
retary of Defense prohibited the 
use of the film “Operation Aboli- 
tion” by the services in training 
military personnel. On April 21, 
another memorandum banned the 
use or procurement of a narrated 
film strip, “Communism on the 
Map.” Both films excellently reveal 
the tactics and true nature of Com- 
munism. 

They are being replaced, how- 
ever, by a namby-pamby, gutless 
film entitled “Challenge of Ideas.” 
This film, narrated by Edward R. 
Murrow, ignores the internal threat 
of subversion, socialism and soft 
appeasement policies. 

Establishment of an office of 
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censorship to delete anti-Com- 
munist references from speeches by 
military officers is more evidence 
of the success of the campaign to 
gag our military leaders. 

I am confident that the investiga- 
tion of this subject to be conducted 
by a special subcommittee of the 
Senate Armed Services Committee 
will bring out much morc informa- 
tion to show a clear pattern of cen- 
soring references to socialism, and 
any hard statements on socialism’s 
twin ideology, Communism. 

A complete and thorough investi- 
gation will also show many years 
of frustrated national policies — 
frustrated by Marxist socialists in 
key positions in our government. 

This insidious ant i-anti-Com- 
munist campaign to intimidate, dis- 
credit and frustrate our military of- 
ficers in their efforts to combat 
Communism must be defeated. It 
is imperiling the survival of the 
United States and the entire free 
world. 

The primary weapon we have is 
information. Now is the time to 
increase, not diminish, existing pro- 
grams to alert the American public, 
in uniform and out, to the total 
nature and methods of the Com- 
munist menace. 


SEN 
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Senator Barry Goldwater (R-Ariz.)— 


« 


*.. . 1 do not care whether we 
speak about Communism, socialism, 
egalitarianism, monarchism, dictat- 
orship, or—and forgive me—the 
New Deal, the Fair Deal, or the 
New Frontier. They all have one 
thing in common. 
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“By stating that those philoso- 
phies have one thing in common, 
I do not mean to say that the 
persons who headed the New Deal 
or who head the New Frontier are 
Communists. But they must have 
control! That is one thing which 
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my friends on the other side of the 
aisle overlooked—the common de- 
nominator between governments 
othet than governments of free 
men is control. 

“We are witnessing in our Gov- 
ernment today more and more the 
realization that control must be 
had if the programs are to be con- 
summated. 

“These subjects are related. We 
cannot blame a general, an admiral, 


a Senator, or any other person, for 
recognizing the danger in the trend 
which has been followed for 30 
long years. I think this is extreme- 
ly dangerous. 

“I know Senators on the other 
side of the aisle will disagree with 
me, but we must recognize the one 
common denominator — control. 
Every piece of proposed legislation 
on which we work has in it ele- 
ments of control over the people.” 


Senator Carl T. Curtis (R-Neb.) — 


“I commend the Senator for his 
forthright statement. He is saying 
things which need to be said. We 
cannot temporize with Com- 
munism. We cannot permit Com- 
munism, little by little, to -indoc- 
trinate our people; little by little 
to smear the men who are charged 
with the defense of the country, 
because it all has a tainting and 
destroying effect. 


“I commend the Senator from 
South Carolina for speaking out 
forthrightly against the Communist 
ideology, for exposing it for what 
it is, and for taking a position 
which is in accord with that of 
J. Edgar Hoover, namely, that we 
as a people need to understand 
Communism and be on the alert 
as to what it is doing now and 
what it has done in the past.” 


Senator Karl E. Mundt (R-S. D.) — 


“... The most serious disservice 
of the Fulbright memorandum, sup- 
plemented by a secret directive by 
the White House or the Pentagon, 
is that it tends to verify and vali- 
date by collective impact a fraud 
which the Communist Party has 
been trying to perpetrate upon the 
American public since it first came 
to this country. 

“The Communist Party has tried 
deliberately to plant in the minds 
of innocent Americans the concept 
that Communism is a political phil- 
osophy; that Communism is a po- 
litical party; that the word ‘Com- 
munist’ is a political term. 
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“Now we see it crop out in a 
Senatorial debate, in newspaper 
comment, in this directive, and in 
official memoranda that there are 
others who believe that Com- 
munism is, in fact, a political 
party or a political term. Nothing 
could be further from the truth. 
Let anyone who still believes that 
disabuse himself by reading the 
writings of Lenin, Marx, Engels, or 
the writings of J. Edgar Hoover or 
Whittaker Chambers, in this coun- 
try, or any of a host of others who 
know that the Communist Party is 
a conspiracy. It is a crime gang. 
It has no resemblance whatsoever 


THE CITIZEN 





pea «a = Oe! hh, ee ee ee — 


yn ee tte a Of 


> oat on 


to a political party or to a political 
philosophy. 

“By letting the implication go 
forth that the military should not 
talk about Communism, because 
to do so is political, tends to build 
up and verify the fraud that the 
Communists have been trying to 
perpetrate for so long. To me, that 
is a great disservice. It surely serves 
to give aid and comfort to the 
enemy. 


“I shall do what: I can to help 
Americans to free themselves from 
the concept that Communism has 
respectability; that Communism is 
a political philosophy or a political 
party. 

“Communism is not respectable, 
and it has no political function 
other than subversion. Communism 
is a conspiracy. It is a war. It is a 
crime gang. It is a mob activity. 
Communism is run by mobsters 
who have no political philosophy 
and no political conviction other 
than to dominate and domineer. 
Communism—I say again—is not 
a political party! 

“Let us keep the record clear. 
Communism is a bloody, godless 
conspiracy operated by the Com- 


munists, who freely proclaim in 
their official documents that they 
are taught and trained to lie to 
capitalists. We wonder why we do 
not succeed in our negotiations and 
conferences. Our noble American 
representatives go to conferences 
with the Communists and talk for 
hours with the Communists. They 
say, “This is what Khrushchev said.’ 

“Khrushchev lied to them. 
Khrushchev is the fountainhead of 
Communism. Communism teaches 
its adherents to lie to the teeth to 
non-Communists. That doctrine is 
in their documents; it is in their 
writings. Let us get the facts from 
the record. 

“Let no one be deceived into 
thinking that Communism is a po- 
litical party. Let us have no more 
official documents from the Senate 
or from the Pentagon which give. 
the erroneous impression that to 
discuss Communism and _ related 
subjects is to discuss politics. Rath- 
er, such discussions are to identify 
and expose our enemy. 

“Actually, we are talking about a 
mental narcotic, a cancerous dis- 
ease, a leperous libel, a conspiracy 
dedicated to the destruction of 
free men everywhere.” 


Senator Jack Miller (R-lowa) — 


“The Senator from South Caro- 
lina is rendering a great public 
service by bringing to the attention 
of the American people the at- 
tacks which have been leveled at 
certain persons . . . I believe these 
(anti-Communist) programs 
should be promulgated throughout 
the country; that they should be 
extended into our universities and 
evén, in fact, into our high schools. 
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“I believe the subject of the cold 
war should be discussed and 
should be a part of every curricu- 
lum in every school in the country, 
so that our young people, who will 
grow up to fight in the cold war, or 
perhaps even in a hot war against 
the Communist world, will have 
an informational background that 
will enable them to cope with this 
menace.” 











After The Twilight 


By James J. KiLpaTRick 
Editor, Richmond (Va.) News Leader 


(Editor’s Note — A full editorial page 
in a recent issue of the News Leader was 
devoted to, publication of the complete 
text of what Mr. Kilpatrick termed “the 
amazing memorandum sent by Senator 
Fulbright” and to Kilpatrick’s own in- 
cisive commentary.) 


In general, the Fulbright state- 
ment denounces American military 
officers who have sought to edu- 
cate their troops and the public 
in the dangers of internal Com- 
munist subversion; it offers recom- 
mendations for putting a gag on 
these men. The document was 
carefully leaked to the New York 
Times in June. It resulted in the 
promulgation by the Defense De- 
partment on July 10 of a new di- 
rective intended to tighten review 
procedures on all speeches and 
public relations activities by top 
generals and admirals. But though 
rumors of the memorandum’s 
existence were widespread in 
Washington, it was not until 
August 2 that South Carolina’s 
Senator Strom Thurmond managed 
to get his hands on a text. He put 
it in the Congressional Record. 
Later the same day, Senator Ful- 
bright acknowledged the state- 
ment as his own. 

Senator Goldwater has described 
the Fulbright memorandum as “the 
most shocking document I have 
seen since I have been a Member 
of the Senate.” Senator Karl Mundt 
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has termed it “a shocking and ut- 
terly unrealistic document of abject 
appeasement.” 

If Mr. Fulbright himself had not 
vouchsafed the validity of the text, 
we would have suspected some 
elaborate hoax. It is almost in- 
credible that a U. S. Senator who 
is chairman of the Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee could have 
drafted the document. 

Senator Fulbright’s purpose is to 
soften the resistance of the United 
States to the dangers of Com- 
munism. He thinks it quite possible 
that “the principal problem of 
leadership will be, if it is not al- 
ready, to restrain the desire of the 
people to hit the Communists with 
everything we've got.” To suppress 
that desire, he would gag the 
militant generals, prohibit their par- 
ticipation in anti-Communist edu- 
cation programs, and smear the 
knowledgeable foes of Communism 
as “radical rightwing speakers.” 

Senator Fulbright reveals, 
throughout his memorandum, a 
profound contempt not only for 
top-ranking officers, but also for 
the people as a whole. Though the 
overwhelming majority of the of- 
ficers are college graduates who 
have traveled widely, he sees little 
in their education, training, and ex- 
perience that might equip them for 
a “proper perspective” of the cold 
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war struggle. His idea is first to 
muzzle them, and later to wash 
their brains with liberal soap: They 
should be “exposed to broader edu- 
cational opportunities.” 


As for the people, the Senator 
distrusts them entirely. If the 
people had their own way, they 
might well vote to discontinue 
foreign aid. But the people must 
not be permitted to have their own 
way. They do not need to be 
alerted to the menace of the cold 
war. Rather, the people should be 
“directed” toward support of the 
President’s program. There are no 
reasons to believe that military 
personnel could contribute to this 
educative process; on the contrary, 
they pose a “considerable danger”. 

Talk of subversion. What sort of 
subversion is going on here? 

The Admiral Burkes and General 
Walkers of this world are fighters, 
not appeasers. They know and un- 
derstand the dangers of Com- 
munist infiltration in ways that 
Senator Fulbright will never know 
or understand them. The officers 
in command of Army and Navy 
units know to their bitter dismay 
how poorly America’s young men 
are equipped — ideologically 
equipped, patriotically equipped— 
for the responsibilities that could 
be thrust upon them in a war with 
Russia. They know that if soldiers 
have no idea of what they are fight- 
ing for, the soldiers will fight poor- 
ly. If troops do not comprehend 
the evil nature of the enemy, they 
cannot be expected to wage ef- 
fective war. 

Behind the men in service are 
the citizens back home. They, too, 
must be kept alert to what the 
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cold war is all about. And if 
forums, or seminars, or discussion 
programs, led by experienced of- 
ficers, are an aid in maintaining 
anti-Communist vigilance, why on 
earth should such programs be un- 
dermined or forbidden? 


Henceforth, the Deputy Secre- 
tary of Defense has announced, 
professional soldiers will be given 
policy guidance by two civilians, 
Assistant Secretary Arthur Sylves- 
ter and his assistant, Nils Lennart- 
son. Sylvester, 61, is a Newark 
newspaperman, onetime city editor 
of the Newark News; Lennartson, 
46, for a time was a newspaper re- 
porter in Maine, then went into the 
publicity game, and since 1948 has 
bounced from one Government 
public relations office to another. 
It is ludicrous to suppose that these 
men have knowledge, education, 
and global understanding superior 
to that of an Adm. Arleigh Burke; 
but their job, from now on, is to 
gag the admiral and any other 
officer who might speak rudely of 
the Reds. 


Sometimes we despair of ever 
gaining victory in the cold war. 
We despair of winning even a 
stalemate. When the vigor of Gov- 
ernment can be sapped by spine- 
less Senators, when patriotism is 
mocked as super-patriotism and 
anti-Communists are derided as 
professional anti-Communists, a 
national will toward victory in- 
evitably must die of political 
anemia. 

Mr. Fulbright speaks of the twi- 
light struggle. After twilight comes 
the night; and that is where the 
Senator's pusillanimous prudence 
is leading the American Republic. 
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Slavery Reported Flourishing In Africa 


By Spectra CORRESPONDENTS IN AFRICA AND GREAT BRITAIN 


One of the more ironic aspects of 
the New Frontier’s frenzied drive 
to force racial integration upon the 
White South is its use of the propa- 
ganda cliche that the U. S. must 
elevate Negroes to positions of 
superiority “in order to please 
world opinion.” 

On every hand, the sepulchral 
tones of Edward R. Murrow and 
his USIA minions merge with the 
pious pronouncements of Ralph 
McGill and similar word-mer- 
chants, while a chorus of New 
Frontiersmen mouth the tribal 
chant: “We must please world 
opinion! We must please world 
opinion!” 

Thus, the brothers Kennedy 
would have one believe, the South 
must integrate posthaste to please 
the beggar nations of Africa and 
Asia. Blacks demand “equality” for 
their fellow blacks, it is argued. 

Yet, amid the false piety of the 
bleeding-hearts, not one word is 
spoken or written concerning a 
problem of “equality” which exists 
today in the Dark Continent. 

Slavery still flourishes in Africa! 


No less an “authority” than the 
United Nations Economic and 
Social Council has verified this 
statement recently. 

At a meeting held in Geneva a 
few weeks ago, a member of 
ECOSOC’s Social Committee, Sir 
Samuel Hoare of Great Britain, 
termed the situation “horrifying.” 


And the director of the century- 
old English Anti-Slavery Society, 
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C. W. W. Greenidge, made this 
blunt summary: 

“Chattel slavery in its crudest 
form still prevails in a large area 
of the world. Forms of slavery still 
hold millions in their grip; and this 
is going on in the territories of 
some member states of the United 
Nations.” 

An observer at Geneva pointed 
out that only 36 of the 99 UN 
member nations have ratified a set 
of 1956 conventions against 
slavery. And even the 36 turned 
down a plan providing for enforce- 
ment of the pact. 

One article of the agreement 
binds members to submit annual 
reports on measures taken by them 
to abolish slavery. 

For several years, Great Britain 
was the only one of the signatories 
which bothered to file a report. 
Last year, a few other countries 
filed cursory statements. 


According to Greenidge, whose 
English Anti-Slavery Society was 
instrumental in abolishing the Afri- 
can slave trade in the mid-19th 
Century, “progress toward abolish- 
ing slavery resulting from the 1956 
UN convention has been imper- 
ceptible.” 

No precise information is availa- 
ble as to the number of slaves in 
the world today. However, reports 
reaching African slave centers in- 
dicate conclusively that the insti- 
tution is still thriving in Africa, 
exists in South America, and 
flourishes in pockets of Asia. 
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Reports have been received re- 
cently of African natives being 
smuggled across the Red Sea to 
Arabia, or up the east coast of 
Africa to the Persian Gulf, despite 
claims that the slave trade has been 
virtually extinguished. 

Police in Southern Nigeria 
acknowledged an outbreak of 
child-stealing last year, and 
Moslem Africans who set forth on 
pilgrimages to Mecca were sold 
into bondage by smooth-t alking 
“travel agents.” 

In many African countries, 
pawning of human beings is a com- 
mon practice today. A man puts 
up his wives and children as se- 
curity when he borrows money. 
If he defaults, his family becomes 
the permanent property of his 
creditor. 

Social customs, such as the one 
which compels an African widow 
to “marry” her dead _ husband’s 
brother, regardless of differences in 
ages, personalities or wishes, do 
much to keep slavery a living in- 
stitution. 

In modern Africa, slaves are not 
naked or loaded with chains. This 
makes the extent of slavery even 
more difficult to gauge, and _ its 
eradication next to impossible. 

Slaves in contemporary Africa 
dress the same as free natives. A 
slave has limited freedom of move- 
ment. If he is a Moslem, his “rights” 
are specified in the Koran. 

One Nigerian slave-owner re- 


marked: “We don’t have ‘slaves’ 
any more; now we call them 
‘cousins’.” 

As Chicago Daily News corres- 
pondent Smith Hempstone re- 
ported from Nairobi, Kenya, last 
month: 

“Freedom was, and still is, a 
mixed grace for many Africans. 
Many who shed their bonds found 
themselves landless and without 
the opportunity to obtain land, 
poor, unskilled and devoid of eco- 
nomic opportunity and social 
standing. 

“When they fell ill, there was no 
one to care for them; when they 
grew old, there was no one to feed 
them. 

“Many prefer the built-in social 
security system afforded by slavery 
to competition in a world they did 
not understand and which ceased 
to worry much about them once 
they were freed.” 

Faced with these conclusive 
facts, one might expect the New 
Frontier’s disciples of equalitarian- 
ism to raise a mighty protest. But, 
no: All is quiet. 

Instead, the cynical procurers of 
black bloc votes continue their 
spineless course of: currying: favor 
among the black beggar nations. 
They are, seemingly, willing to 
barter the South’s future for their 
own continuation in power, and 
for a few meaningless UN votes 
from slave-owning, spear-bearing, 
tuxedo-clad cannibals! 





SUBSCRIBE NOW 
Please enter my subscription and find enclosed [] $3 for one year 
(Gift subscriptions $2.50—attach list.) (C0 $5.50 for two yrs. 





Mail to 
THE CITIZEN 
315 Plaza Bldg. 
Jackson, Miss. 
(PLEASE 
PRINT) 


NAME 





ADDRESS. 





CITY & STATE 





OCTOBER 1961 13 











KILZ 


RATS-Mi¢ 


Rats, mice are destructive and 
dangerous disease spreaders. One rat 
alone does $22.00 damage. KILZ at- 
tracts, wipes out entire rat, mice 
colonies. Safest, surest method! KILZ 
may be used safely around children, 
pets, livestock. Cereal’or pellet form. 
No mixing. Ready to use. Money- 
back guarantee! 


get KILZ 
only O8B¢ 


* Contains WARFARIN as 
seen in the Reader's Digest 








DACUS DRUG CO., INC. 


One of the nation’s largest manufacturers 
of rodenticides 


PORTAGEVILLE, MO. — TUPELO, MISS. 





STATEMENT REQUIRED BY THE ACT OF 
AUGUST 24, 1912, AS AMENDED BY THE 
ACTS OF MARCH 3, 1933, JULY 2, 1946 
AND JUNE 11, 1960 (74 STAT. 208) SHOW- 
ING THE OWNERSHIP, MANAGEMENT, AND 
CIRCULATION OF 
THE CITIZENS’ COUNCIL, published monthly 

except combined July-August issue at Jackson, 

Mississippi, for 1961. 

The names and addresses of the publisher, 
editor, managing editor, and business manager are: 

Publisher, W. J. Simmons, Jackson, Miss.; 
Editor, W. J. Simmons, Jackson, Miss.; Man- 
aging Editor, R. D. Morphew, Jackson, Miss.; 
Business Manager, L. W. Hollis, Jackson, Miss.. 

The owner is: (If owned by a corporation, its 
name and address must be stated and also im- 
mediately thereunder the names and addresses of 
stockholders owning or holding 1 per cent or more 
of total amount of stock. If not owned by a 
corporation, the names and addresses of the in- 
dividual owners must be given. If owned by a 
partnership or other unincorporated firm, its name 
and address, as well as that of each individual 
member, must be given.) 

THE CITIZENS’ COUNCIL, INC., Jackson, Miss. 
(A non-profit corporation—no stock issued.) 

The known bondholders, mortgagees, and other 
security holders owning or holding 1 per cent or 
more of total amount of bonds, mortgages, or other 
securities are: None. 

The average number of copies of each issue of 
this publication sold or distributed, through the 
mails or otherwise, to paid subscribers during the 
12 months preceding the date shown above was: 
(This information is required by the act of June 
11, 1960 to be included in all statements regardless 
of frequency of issue.) 45,000. 

(Signed) W. J. SIMMONS 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 18th 
day of September, 1961. 

(SEAL) 

Flossie Goodson 
Notary Public 
(My commission expires July 31, 1964) 
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ORDER NOW FOR CHRISTMAS GIFTS! 


FLAGS OF THE CONFEDERACY 


Miniature Desk Set 


One each of the Stars and Bars, the 
Battle Flag, the Stainless Banner, the 
Last National and the Bonnie Blue 
Flag, all size 4’’x6’’ except the Battle 
Flag, which is 534‘'x534"'. Flags 
made of lustrous rayon, mounted on 
black ebonized staffs with gilded 
spearheads. Black ebonized stand to 
hold the five flags included. In attrac- 
tive gift box. 





$2.50 per set postpaid 
CONFEDERATE BATTLE FLAG—Miniature, with stand. 


Made of lustrous rayon, 534°’ square, mounted on ebonized staff with gilded spearhead. 


Black ebonized desk stand included. $1.00 each postpaid 
CONFEDERATE CUFF LINKS— Authentic reproductions of CSA buttons worn 
on Confederate cavalry tunics 100 years ago. $2.00 per pair postpaid 


RACE AND REASON 


by Carleton Putnam 


H 


Famous book which expresses the South’s 
position in terms the North can understand. 


merican Civilization 


f 


Hard Cover $3.25 each postpaid 
Paperback $2.00 each postpaid 





315 Plaza Building — Jackson, Mississippi 


Please send me: 











| | 
| | 
| | 
| ____Flags of the Confederacy ________’Race and Reason” hard- | 
| sets, @ $2.50 each cover, @ $3.25 each | 
| _____ Confederate Battle Flag —_____—"Race and Reason’’ paper- 
l with stand, @ $1.00 each back, @ $2.00 each | 
| ______Confederate Cuff Links, | 
l @ $2.00 per pair $_______enclosed in full payment. | 
| SEND TO: | 
| (PLEASE | 
PRINT) (NAME) | 
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| (ADDRESS) | 
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* Or any city of the States— 
Fesist much, obey little! 
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ppince unquestioning obedience, 
Once fully enslaved; 
| fully enslaved, no nation, 
Tho State nor city of the earth 
Ever afterward, 
Resumes its liberty. 
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